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Transport properties in the d-density w ave state: W iedem ann-Franz law
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W e study the W iedem annFranz W F) law in the d-density wave O DW ) m odel. Even though
the opening ofthe DDW gap W o) profoundly m odi es the electronic density of states and m akes

it dependent on energy, the valie ofthe W F ratio at zero tem perature (T =

0) rem ains unchanged.

H ow ever, neither electrical nor them al conductivity display universal behavior. For nite tem per-
ature, wih T greater than the value of the in purity scattering rate at zero frequency (0) ie

0) < T
PACS numbers: 7425Fy, 7420Fqg, 7420D e

In a recent paperH illet alk have observed large viola—
tion oftheW jedem annFranz W F) law iIn P r,Ce),Cu0 »
driven into the nom al state through the application of
a 13 Tesla magnetic eld. At very low temperature
T < 02K , the them alconductivity is found to bemuch
Jess than the value estin ated from the D C . conductiv—
ity. Above 03K the opposite holds. This ocbservation
suggests that an exotic state of m atter m ay exist in the
nom al state of Pr,Ce),Cu0,. Hillet al. consider spin—
charge separation as one possibility.

Recently d-density wavel,(D DW ) order has received
considerable attention? 280 as a possble exotic state
of m atter with a pseudogap which breaks tine rever-
sal symm etry because it introduces bond current w ith
attendant am all orbital m agnetic m om ents. The pseu—
dogap has d-wave symm etry. This is the symm etry ob—
served In studies of the varation of the lading edge of
the electron spectral density by angleresolved photoe-
m ission spectroscopy! as a fiinction of angle in the B rik-
louin zone in the nom al state of underdoped cuprates.
A pseudogap wih d-wave symm etry in plies in portant
energy dependence of the quasiparticles density of states
DO S) at the Fem isurface F'S).Energy dependence in
the DO S leads to In purity scattering rates that also de—
pend on energy and the applicability of the usualW F

law is no longer guaranteed.

In thispaperwe considertheW F law wihin theDDW
m odel. A syet, thism odelhasnotbeen shown to apply to
the pseudogap regin e of the cuprates. Here we take the
point ofview that nevertheless it can serve to understand,
In this concrete case, how energy dependence n theDO S
can altertheW F law .

In the DDW state, the gap wih m agnitude W ¢ has
d-wave sym m etry and opens up at the antiferrom agnetic
B rillouin zone ofthe CuO ,; plane. Away from half 1ing,
In the underdoped regim g, the F'S falls at the chem ical
potential (Which would be zero at half 1ling) and we
assume that 3 W o. Provided that the e ective Im -
puriy scattering rate and tem perature are also smallas
com pared w ith W , a nodal approxin ation? can be used
to describe the elctric as well as the them al conductiv—
iy.

W e consider a tight binding energy dispersion as

W o, the usualW F ratio is obtained only in the weak scattering lm it. For strong
scattering there are large violations of the W F law .

a function of momentum k of the fom : x =
2% [cosky) + cosky)], where tp is the inplane hop—
pihg ampliude. At half 1ling the FS coincides with
the antiferrom agnetic boundary where the DDW gap
Wy = Wo=2)cosky) coslk)]opensup wih amplitude
W o.M ostpropertiesoftheDDW state aredeterm ined by
the nesting vectorQ = (; )y, Orexample y.q = X
andW .o = Wy .SeeReff¥ or detailed properties.
W e begin w ith the H am ittonian
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where Y (x) creates an electron of spin at x and
V & y) isthe electron-electron interaction. A spin sum —
m ation is In plied. U sing the de nition ofthe DDW gap
In mom entum space:
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one can obtain themean eld Ham iltonian ofthe DDW
state.

Let us consider the real part of the electrical conduc—

tivity ( ). In the long wavelength Im it (g ! 0) the
current operator In m om entum space F (0; ) is
X
F0O; )= e wllMNEt+ ); €)
k
where v, = @ =@k and €Y (1) = C/. (1); CY, . (1)

lg]ote th@t we use four vector notation: k = (k;!) and

From the currentcurrent correlation
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wih i+ = il 0 (%) and Eyx = Wi, Ok
has been assumed that the other components qf
the self energy can be absorbed into , and Wy £
Tt is usefil to iIntroduce the spectral functions

Ayk;l)= 2mmGyk;!+i), Prexample,Aq; k;!) =
| . 2
[(HZE(':)J;';] T n+ g ! B ! Ex ), al'cl)d
2 (1
Apkil)= uve mreom—Tn B! B,
q___
where (1) = I gurec@), ue = 3@+ (=Ey),
q
and vg = i (1 y=Eyx). Now we obtain the D C.
conductivity (T; = 0) as
Z
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where f(!)E;isthe Fem ir\ﬁmctjon. In the nodal ap—
proxination , ! Vf4vg pép()iz , x = poos() and
Wy = psih(). Then at T = 0 we obtan (0;0) =
e Z—; A (0) ; where

!+ 1) I+
All)y= 1+ + arctan (7)
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(0;0) depends only on (0) because only the zero fre—
quency lm it ofA (! ) entersat T = 0.

This result showsthat (0;0) dependsnot only on the
chem ical potential (and so on the 1ling) but also on
the scattering rate (0). This is to be contrasted w ith
the wellknown universal value of the DC conductivity
BrtheDSC: 4 (0;0) = 25 Mr=Vaeyg), Where vyey is the
D SC gap velocity. FortheDDW case a universalvalie is
obtained only in thecasewhen ! 0, which corresponds
to half lling. In this lim i (0;0) reduces precisely to

sc (0;0) fortheD SC with W o playing the role ofD SC gap
( 0). We see that i isbecause the DDW gap develops
at the antiferrom agnetic boundary ratherthan at the F'S
which is shifted by the chem icalpotential, which leadsto
the absence of universalbehavior.

It is instructive to contrast the DDW case with the
D SC case In amore form alway. T he charge current has
the form for the D SC

X
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where V(1) = CY.(1); C x4 (!) . This kads to the
current-current correlation
X h i
scil )=  VTr Cockiit+ i Mo k;id)
k
©)
which is to be contrast w ith Eq. ('_ZI).Themat:cijreen’s

function is:
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Note the di erences bemeen@sc for the DSC and &
for the DDW . Using the spectral function A k;!) =

InG k;!+i)andB k;!)= ImF k;! + 1), where
F (k;!) isthe anom alousG reen’s function, theD C . con—
ductivity becom es
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Next we consider the case of nie T In the range

©0) < T Wo. In this case i+ 7 1! o @),
namely, ! can be ul,sed in the evaluation of ( to a
good approxin ationf Then e (i) = ﬁ, where
Go= 5~ M'jﬁ with Ny belng the DO S at the
Fs, is a scattering rate proportional to the im puriy
concentration, and c is the inverse of the in purity po-
tential. For the Bom lim it ¢ 1 while In the unitary

Imic! 0.Applying the nodalapproxin ation, one olp—
tansGo= g5 (U + )+ L+ )n

Thus for the Bom limit we get (!) = OEWLO, w here
0 =¢. For the unitary lin it we have nstead (! ) =
0 T n ? j!W+°j where 2 =4. These re-

sultsfor (!) paralleltheweltknown results fortheD SC,
which are recovered when = 0 with the DDW gap re—
placed w ith the D SC gap. The m ost in portant feature
of in purity scattering for our consideration of transport
properties is that (! ) acquires a frequency dependence
and this leadsto a vioclation with T oftheW F law aswe
w ill see soon. Forthe Bom lin it a rem arkable sin pli ca-
tion forA (!) occurs; nam ely, A (! ) becom es Independent
of frequency and this leads directly to no violation ofthe

WE law.Wiha ()= 1+ %+ & arctan "2 7

Wo W o and it Hlow s inm ediately that

7T, because |

e2 Vf W o
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which is tem perature-independent. For the D SC in the
same Iim it s (0;T o) ' (eZ= ) (VE=Vse;q) (0= 0)-
It is larger than the DDW results by a factor of two
ifW, = 0. The di erence is traced to the fact that
Agc ()" 2[(=2) o= o]. This serves to illustrate that
DSC and DDW order do not generally give the sam e an—
swers. This is expected since in one case there is C ooper
pair condensation while in the other there is none.

W e next consider heat transport in the DDW state
since the W F law is a statem ent about the ratio of the
themm alto electricalconductivity. T he heat current F (x)
can be calculated from the continuiy equation: H-(x) +
r "x)= 0,where isH isthe Ham iltonian density of



Eq. @').De nej= $+ j;,onecan show that
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Applying mean eld theory and keeping tem s rel-

evant only to the DDW order, we nd ig
$ @ )P = g + X4 Y Y,) where
Xq = 1 !WiigqCliyg (1)Cxigq (I + ) and Yy =

Xg Wyig! Wgq) with a de nition of the DDW gap
Eqg. é_ﬁ). Now we obtain

X
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where vy = @W =@k . Therefore, the heat current be-
com es
X h
F0; )= - v CY (M)BC (C+ )
k .
1
Gy, o (NCh M+ ) (18)

Note that we assum e @vy=@t= 0 so that we neglect the
extra temm s which depend on the tin e derivative of the
gap velocity.

T he them alconductivity (= 0; ) Pollows from the
K(ul)vo formula for the heat current-current correlation:
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A gain m aking use of the spectral functions, we ocbtain
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B efore proceeding further it is of interest to contrast our
DDW deriations w ith the D SC case. For the D SC the
heat current is
X h
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T hus the heat current-current correlation is
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W hen the spectral functions are introduced, we arrive
at
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Applying the nodal approxin ation to Eq.{_Z-Q'), we ob—
tain
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and exactly the sam eresut holdsfortheDSC with ! 0

1
and vy ! Veeg-AsT ! 0, =T = 3 Z—Z _Z—i' A (0) Por
the DDW while =T = 2 ~—+ = fortheDSC.

Vsc;g Ve

In this case s.=T is universal and does not depend on
In purity scattering. In contrast =T for the DDW has
a dependence on  (0) as well as on doping through the
chem icalpotential. H owever, forthe LorenznumberL =
(T)=[ (0;0)]the scattering rate dropsout and we nd

2

Lo= 3> 1+ & . ThisshowsthattheWF lw is
obeyed at T = 0 in the DDW state and the DSC case
(Vg ! Vscig) and its value di ers from the conventional

one only by a very sm all correction oforder (vg=v¢ )? due
to a d-wave symm etry of the gap.

A very sin ilar resul can be obtained In thecase (0) <
T Wo. In this regin e we have already seen A (!) ’

5"t for the Bom lin i so :(rT)ZE 4% Uo por
0 Vg Vg 0 .
theDSC,Wo ! o andvy ! Vseq. Because ofEq.{13)

forthe DDW the Lorenz num ber reduces to the conven-
tionalvalue: L = ?=@e?) or (0)< T W o.But bor
the D SC we arrive instead at the rem arkable resul that
Lec = 2=(6e?), a reduction of a factor of two. W hik
we cbtain this results analytically, G rafet al2d have cal-
culated L. num erically and their work serves as a nu-—
mericalveri cation of our result. Since the tem perature
scale for which this happens is  (0) T, In the clean
Iim it this sw itch-over from L, to L(=2 can happen at ex—
tremely low T . In sharp contrast with the D SC, in the
DDW case there is no change in the Lorenz number in
the Bom 1 it.

Tt isnot possible to obtain analytic resuls for the uni-
tary Ilim . In general the Lorenz number L (T )=L (0) is
w ritten as

LT)

R : . 25)

2 . . .
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FIG.1l: The nom alized Lorenz number as a function of
tem perature (T). The dash-dotted curve is the result for
the Bom lim it. O ther curves are for the unitary lim . For
the upper solid curve y=W o = 0001 and =W o = 001.
T he dashed curve is for the sam e chem ical potential but for

y=W o = 0:01. The Iower solid curve is for y=W o = 0:001
but now =W ¢ = 0:15.

As we mentioned earlier, in the unitary lim it

W o 2 W o
U ore n 3+ 3

In Fig.1l. W e show results for fourdi erent caseswhich
serve to illustrate what ispossble. T he upper solid curve
isfor y=W,o = 0001l and =W ( = 001 which shows
a large peak around T=T = 005. W e have taken T
to be given by itsmean eld value: Wo=T = 2:14 as
In the DSC case. A very large positive violation of the
W F law is seen. W e need to point out, however, that
while we have not shown (T) and (T)=T individually,
In this case they both show large varationswih T re—
ecting the in portant frequency variation of (! ) forthe
unitary lim it, which is not com pensated for by the ex—
plict variation of A (!) in Eq.{l). For the Bom lm it
an exact com pensation takes place so that A (!) tums
out to be a constant. This leads to the usualW F law
w ih no T dependence, which is shown as a dash-dotted

() =
. Num erical results are presented

line in Fig. 1. For the dashed curve y=W o = 0:01 and
=W o= 001. Increasing y m akesthe deviations from

the conventional Lorenz num ber sm aller. The sam e ef-
fect is obtained when j jis increased, e ectively pushing
the FS further away from the zero n DO S. T he second
solid curwve has y=W g = 0:001 butnow =W o= 0d5,
away from half Iling. Now the deviation from the con—
ventional Lorenz num ber can be negative as well as pos—
itive depending on T but the am plitude of the violation
isanallbecause the DDW gap becom es less e ective at
changing the DO S nearthe F'S. Notethat jj W ( for
the validiy of the nodal approxin ation.)

Ourmain conclisions are as llows. At T = 0, only
the zero frequency lin it ofthe in agihary part ofthe self-
energy enters into the calculation of the electrical and
them al conductivity and the conventionalW iedem ann-—
Franz W F) law is recovered. In contrast with what is
found fora d-w ave superconductor O SC), ora d-density
wave ODDW ) state, neitherelectricalnortherm alconduc—
tivity show universalbehavior. Each depends on the in —
purity scattering rate. But this dependence is the sam e
and cancels from the Lorenz numberas T ! 0. We
were also able to obtain analytic results for low but nie
tem perature. In this case we found no change in theW F
law for the Bom lim it even though the Lorenz num ber
is reduced by a factor of two from is conventionalvalie
for the D SC . For the unitary lim i, however, the Lorenz
num ber increases rapidly at low tem perature on a scale
set by the zero scattering rate (0). In a case considered
it rises above 25 around T=T '’ 005 and then acquires
a m ore m oderate tem perature variation. This case cor-
regoonds to the chem ical potential () am all com pared
to the DDW gap. W hen jjis increased su ciently, the
Lorenz num ber becom es approxin ately equalto is con—
ventionalvalue and is tem perature dependence is am all.
Tt is In portant to realized that when the Lorenz num —
ber is found to vary signi cantly wih tem perature, so
do both elctrical and them al conductivities. This is
generic to the m odel in which quasiparticles are respon—
sble for thg trangport. Such a model cannot explain
experin ents! in which the D C . conductiviy is aln ost
Independent of tem perature whilk the Lorenz num ber is
strongly dependent on it.
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